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CONFIDENTIAL. 


Further Correspondence respecting Lighthouses in the Red Sea 

and Persian Gulf. 


[In continuation of Confidential Paper No. 5866.] 


No. 1. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 24.) 

Sir, India Office, Whitehall , January 23, 1890. 

WITH reference to your letter dated the 2nd August last, I am directed by the 
Secretary of State for India to forward copy of a letter which has been addressed 
to the Board of Trade regarding the early erection of a lighthouse on the Island of 
Socotra. 

In the event of the Board of Trade accepting the suggestions that have been made, 
I am to express Viscount Cross’ hope that the Marquis of Salisbury may be able— 

(a.) To secure an arrangement for collecting hereafter a Socotra light due ; 

(b.) To promote in any way that may be practicable the early reduction of the 
Egyptian Red Sea light dues. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HORACE WALPOLE. 


Inclosure in No. 1. 

India Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, India Office , Whitehall , January 23, 1890. 

I AM directed by the Secretary of State to forward a copy of papers concerning 
the early erection of a lighthouse on Socotra Island.* 

In your letter dated the 27th June, 1883, it was suggested that the erection and 
maintenance of a lighthouse on Socotra might be conveniently carried out by the 
Government of India, the cost of construction and maintenance being eventually repaid 
from dues levied upon shipping benefited by the light. When the Government of 
Bombay and India, with the concurrence of their Marine Adviser, again strongly urged 
the early construction of the Socotra lighthouse, Viscount Cross suggested in September 
last that Indian revenues might provide one-half of the cost of the building, &c. 

The Government of India recommend that the Egyptian Government should be 
invited to extend the operations of their Lighthouse Board, and to undertake the erection 
of a lighthouse on Socotra. But they intimate that, if Egypt will not undertake the 
business, they (the Government of India) are willing to advance half the cost of con¬ 
structing the lighthouse, provided satisfactory arrangements are made, on the precedent 
of the Basses and Minicoy light dues, to meet the charges for maintenance and to repay 
the cost of construction from dues collected at Suez. They urge further that, if the 

* Government of India, June 29, 1889, with inclosures; to ditto, September 5, 1889; Government of India, 
December 17, 1889. 
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Egyptian Government cannnt undertake the cost of the Socotra lighthouse, they ought 
at least to reduce the rate of the Red Sea light dues. 

Lord Cross apprehends that the Egyptian Government may not be willing to under¬ 
take a lighthouse at Socotra. He understands, however, that, if the Egyptian Customs 
revenue obtains certain expected augmentations, the Red Sea light dues will be largely 
reduced. The way, therefore, may probably be open for arranging that a Socotra light 
due should, as soon as the light is lit, be levied at the same time with the Basses and 
Minicoy dues on all vessels entering or leaving the Red Sea. 

In these circumstances Lord Cross directs me to inquire— 

1. Whether, in the event of India advancing half the cost of erecting and main¬ 
taining a lighthouse on Socotra, the British Treasury would be willing to advance the 
other half; 

2. Whether the Board of Trade can, in consultation with the Foreign Office, arrange 
for collecting a Socotra light due, sufficient to meet charges for maintenance, and to 
repay the cost of erecting the lighthouse within a reasonable period; 

3. Whether, in the event of the two previous questions being answered in the 
affirmative, the Board of Trade desire that the Socotra lighthouse should be built by the 
Indian Government. 

On receiving from you an affirmative answer to these questions, Lord Cross will 
move the Government of India to take the necessary steps for securing from the local 
Chief permission to erect a lighthouse, for preparing the necessary designs and estimates, 
and for erecting the lighthouse. Further details regarding the lighthouse and its cost 
would be communicated to you as soon as they are received, but in the inclosed papers 
will be found a preliminary estimate that the lighthouse could be built for 25,000 rupees 
plus the cost of steamer running for six months between Aden and Socotra. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HORACE WALPOLE. 


No. 2. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

(Confidential.) 

Sir, _ Foreign Office, February 1, 1890. 

I AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 23rd ultimo, inclosing a copy of your letter of the same date to the Board 
of Trade on the subject of the erection of a lighthouse on Socotra. One of the alterna¬ 
tive proposals made in your above-mentioned letter is that the Egyptian Government 
should be asked to undertake the construction of the light upon the Red Sea light dues 
being lowered, and that a new due should be levied at Suez upon ships going east of 
Aden. 

I am directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to state to you, for the information of 
Viscount Cross, that the Government of Egypt cannot, in Lord Salisbury’s opinion, be 
asked to provide a light on Socotra. British authority has practically replaced Egyptian 
and Ottoman authority in the Gulf of Aden, and Socotra itself has been annexed by 
the Government of India. 

The Egyptian officials would certainly get into conflict with the natives, and would 
require to use considerable force to protect the works, whereas the Residency at Aden 
could protect them without difficulty. Furthermore, the Egyptian Government have 
now consented to the publication of the Commercial Convention, attached to which is a 
note undertaking, on the part of the Egyptian Government, to reduce the Red Sea light 
dues by 40,000/. a-year so soon as the Conventional tariff has been applied to all the 
Powers, and Lord Salisbury does not anticipate that there will be any difficulty in 
obtaining the consent of the Maritime Powers to a moderate due for the Socotra light as 
soon as the above-mentioned reduction comes into force, and provided the Treasury will, 
in the meantime, accede to the alternative proposal of the Government of India, namely, 
that half the cost of construction should be advanced from British Imperial funds. 

A letter in the same sense as my present communication has this day been addressed 
to the Board of Trade. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES FERGUSSON. 
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No. 3. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

(Confidential.) 

gjj. Foreign Office , February 1, 1890. 

* THE Secretary of State for India has communicated to the Marquis of Salisbury a 
copy of the India Office letter of the 23rd ultimo to the Board of Trade on the subject 
of the erection of a lighthouse on Socotra. One of the alternative proposals made by 
the India Office is, that the Egyptian Government should be asked to undertake the 
construction of the light, upon the Red Sea light dues being lowered, and that a new due 
should be levied at Suez upon ships going east of Aden. I am directed by the Marquis 
of Salisbury to state to you, for the information of the Board of Trade, that his Lordship 
is of opinion that the Government of Egypt cannot properly be asked to provide a light 
On Socotra. British authority has practically replaced Egyptian and Ottoman authority 
in the Gulf of Aden, and Socotra itself has been annexed by the Government of India. 
The Egyptian officials would certainly get into conflict with the natives, and would 
require to use considerable force to protect the woiks, whereas the Residency at Aden 
could protect them without difficulty. Furthermore, the Egyptian Government have now 
assented to the publication of the Commercial Convention, attached to which is a note 
undertaking on the part of the Government of Egypt to reduce the Red Sea light dues 
by 40,000/. a-year so soon as the Conventional tariff has been applied to all the Powers; 
and Lord Salisbury does not anticipate that there will be any difficulty in obtaining the 
consent of the Maritime Powers to a moderate due for the Socotra light as soon as the 
above-mentioned reduction comes into force, and provided the Treasury will, in the 
meantime, accede to the alternative proposal of the Government of India, namely, that 
half the cost of construction should be advanced from British Imperial funds. 

A letter in the same sense as my present communication has this day been addressed 
to the India Office. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES FERGUSSON. 


India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received March 18.) 

gjj.^ India Office, Whitehall, March 17, 1890. 

IN continuation of the letter from this Office dated the 23rd January, and with 
reference to your letter of the 1st February, I am directed by the Secretary of State for 
India in Council to forward, for the information of the Marquis of Salisbury, a copy of a 
letter which has been received from the Board of Trade, stating that they have 
abandoned the idea of erecting a lighthouse on the Island of Socotra. 

Before addressing the Government ot India again on the subject, Viscount Cross 
would be glad to be informed whether the proposal to place a light-ship off Cape 
Guardafui is still in contemplation, and, if so, whether any definite steps have yet been 
taken in the matter. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HORACE WALPOLE. 


Inclosure in No 4. 


Board of Trade to Foreign Office. 

gjj. Board of Trade, London, March 3, 1890. 

’ I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 23rd January last, in which you make certain inquiries with respect to the erection 
and maintenance of a lighthouse at Socotra, and, in reply, I am to request that you wi 
call the attention of the Secretary of State to the letter lrom this Board ot the 
30th July, 1885, in which, as the result of the inquiries which followed upon the correspon¬ 
dence in 1883 to which you refer,they adopted the views advanced by the trinity House 
then communicated to you, and practically abandoned the idea ot the erection ot a light 
upon Socotra. 
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I am to add that, since the date of the above-mentioned letter of July 1885, the 
Board of Trade have been in correspondence with Lloyd’s as to whether the trade would 
be prepared to pay the dues necessary for the maintenance of a light at Socotra, and the 
information so elicited having been the reverse of encouraging, they have for the present 
given up all action in connection with its establishment. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) C. CECIL TREVOR. 


No. 5. 

Memorandum by Mr. Warburton. 


Board of Trade, 

October 19, 1885. 

Confidential Print 
5337, No. 8 and 
inclosures. 

To Her Majesty’s 
Representatives, 

February 28, 1888 
Confidential Print 
1886-88, No. 49. 

Board of Trade, 

December 24,1888. 

Confidential Print 
1886-88, No. 88. 

India Office, In January last the India Office sent us a copy of a letter they had written to the 

January 23, 1890. Board of Trade respecting the erection of a light on Socotra, having apparently over¬ 
looked the preference of the Board for one at Guardafui. This letter inclosed one from 
the India Government (not communicated to us), in which that Government suggests 
that Egypt should be invited to erect a light on Socotra, but says that if Egypt will not 
do so India will advance half the cost of construction, and urges that Egypt should 
reduce the Red Sea light dues. 

The India Office ask the Board of Trade— 

1. Whether, in the event of India advancing half the cost of erecting the light, 
Her Majesty’s Treasury will advance the other half ;* 

2. Whether the Board could, in consultation with the Foreign Office, arrange for 
the collection of a due sufficient to meet the charges for maintenance and to repay the 
cost of erection; and 

3. In the event of these two questions being answered in the affirmative, do the 
Board of Trade desire the Indian Government to build the lighthouse ? 

In sending us copy of this letter, the India Office express the hope that Lord 
Salisbury may be able— 

(a.) To secure an arrangement for collecting the Socotra light due; 

( b .) To promote the early reduction of the Egyptian light dues. 

To Board of Trade, On receipt of the India Office letter, we wrote to the Board of Trade to say that the 
hebruary I, 1890. Egyptian Government could not properly be asked to build the light on Socotra, British 
authority having practically replaced that of Turkey and Egypt in the Gulf of Aden, and 
Socotra having been annexed by India. Further, that as soon as the Commercial 
Convention with Egypt should come into operation, the Egyptian light dues would be 
reduced by 40,000/. a-year. The letter added that Lord Salisbury did not anticipate 
that there would be any difficulty in obtaining the consent of the Maritime Powers to a 
moderate due for the Socotra light when the reduction of the Egyptian light dues came 
into force. 

A similar letter was written to the India Office. 

Imha Office, The India Office now send us the Board of Trade’s reply, reminding them that the 

Murcli 17 , 1890. idea of a light on Socotra had been abandoned in favour of one at Guardafui. The 
Board of Trade further say that having consulted Lloyd’s as to whether the trade would 

* The Treasury, in answer to Board of Trade in 1887, refused to do so (see Board of Trade, August 27, 
1887, Print 1886-88, Nq. 35). 


THE question of the erection of a lighthouse either on Socotra or near Guardafui 
has been dealt with for the most part in connection with that of the Completion of the 
proper lighting of the Red Sea and the Michel-Collas Concession. 

In 1885, Trinity House expressed their opinion that Cape Guardafui would be the 
better place for the light, and the Board of Trade after inquiries adopted this view, and 
abandoned the idea of a light on Socotra. Subsequently, the necessity for a light near 
Guardafui was alluded to in our proposals to the Maritime Powers (in 1888) for the 
completion of the lighting of the Red Sea and Gulf of Aden, and the modification of 
the Michel-Collas Concession, the Board of Trade having estimated the cost of “ duplicate 
steam light vessels” off Guardafui at 80,000/. In this letter the Board suggested 
two more lights, at Zebayr and Jebel-Tir. 
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be prepared to pay dues for a light at Socotra the information elicited was not 
encouraging, and they have given up all action for the present in the matter. 

The India Office say that before they address the Government of India on the 
subject they would be glad to learn from the Foreign Office whether the proposal to 
place a light-ship off Cape Guardafui is still in contemplation, and, if so, whether any 
definite steps have yet been taken in the matter. 

The matter stands thus. 

In answer to our Circular of the 28lh February, 1888,* some States concurred 
generally in our views. 

Some said their interest was so small that they were willing to abide by the decision 
of the Powers chiefly interested. 

Greece gave no opinion. 

France thought the question should be referred to an International Commission of 
Experts. 

A note was then addressed to Rustem Pasha, briefly stating our views as to the ^pnl 27, 1889 . 
lights required, in which we said all the Maritime Powers concurred, and suggesting that Confidential Print 
Michel-Collas should submit a scheme for the construction of those of the ones recom- No -'• 
mended which came within his Concession, and for the dues to be levied. If he should 


decline to do this, the Powers must seek to obtain by other means the lights they 
required. 

This note was communicated to the Governments interested, and France pointed 
out that she had not concurred in our views, and Rustem Pasha was so informed. 

No answer has yet been returned by the Porte to our representations, and the 
question of lighting Guardafui has stood over in the meantime, but, so far as I know, it 
has not been dropped. 

I think we might— 

1. Press the Porte for an answer. 


Confidential Print, 
Nos. 36 and 38. 


2. Explain briefly to the India Office the state of the case, and suggest that they 
should consult with the Board of Trade whether, in view of the fact that the reduction 
of the Egyptian light dues may be expected to take place at no very distant date, the 
question of establishing the light near Guardafui might not be dealt with at once, 
without waiting for the answer of the Porte about the Collas Concession. 

3. If the two Departments think this should be done, we should then ask the 
Powers interested whether they will agree to the payment of a Guardafui light due, to 
be fixed by the India Office and Board of Trade at as moderate a scale as possible.! 

[The question of the establishment of a light at Guardafui is a matter to be decided Board of Trade 
between the India Office, Board of Trade, and Treasury, who, some time ago, refused August 27, 1887 
to advance money for its establishment, and not by this Oltice. We have only to obtain l^"^ 886 ' 88, 
the consent of the Maritime Powers to the levving of a due for it.fj 

J. W. W. 


Foreign Office , March 20, 1890. 


No. 6. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 25, 1890. 

I AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 17th instant, inclosing copy of a letter from the Board of Trade in reply to 
the one from your Department, dated the 23rd January, respecting the question of 
erecting a light on Socotra, and inquiring whether the proposal to place a light-ship off 
Cape Guardafui is still in contemplation, and, if so, whether any definite steps have yet 
been taken in the matter. 

In reply, I am to request that you will remind Lord Cross that the question of the 
erection of a lighthouse on Socotra, or the alternative proposal to erect one on Cape 
Guardafui, or to establish a light-ship near the Cape, has been dealt with for the most 
part in connection with the questions of the completion of the proper lighting of the 
Red Sea, and the modification of the proposals of MM. Michel and Collas for lighting 
the Ottoman portion of that sea under their Concession from the Ottoman Government. 

* For list of answers, see Confidential Print 1889, No. 37. 

t The principal Governments interested, except Belgium, agreed in principle to a tax iu 1877. See Corre¬ 
spondence and Print 1886-88, No. 1. 
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From the accompanying correspondence,* the Secretary of State will learn the 
present position of the case, which is briefly as follows:— 

In February 1888, Her Majesty’s Government invited the opinions of foreign 
Maritime Powers on the suggestions of Her Majesty’s Government in connection with 
the Michel-Collas Concession. In these proposals, attention was called to the necessity 
of the establishment of a light near Guardafui. The various Powers consulted having, 
with the exception of France, who suggested the reference of the proposals of Her 
Majesty’s Government to a technical International Commission, either concurred in the 
views of Her Majesty’s Government, or expressed their willingness to abide by the 
decision of the Powers more especially interested in the navigation of the Red Sea, 
the note of the 27th April, 1S89, of which copy was sent to the India Office in the 
Foreign Office letter of the 15th May, 1889, and the further note of the 19th June were 
addressed to the Ottoman Ambassador in London, communicating the views and sugges¬ 
tions of Her Majesty’s Government and the views of the other States. 

Ho answer has yet been received from the Ottoman Government to these notes, 
and the question of the establishment of a light near Guardafui has in the meantime 
stood over, but, so far as Lord Salisbury is aware, it has not been dropped. 

This question is one for the decision of the India Office, as representing the 
Government of India, and the Board of Trade, rather than of this Office, and seeing that 
me reduction of the Egyptian light dues, to which reference is made in the letter from 
this Office of the 1st ultimo, may be expected to come into effect at a not very distant 
date, Lord Salisbury would suggest whether it might not be dealt with by your Depart¬ 
ment and the Board of Trade at once, without waiting for the answer of the Ottoman 
Government respecting the Michel-Collas Concession. If the two Departments decide 
to proceed with the establishment of the light at an early date, Lord Salisbury will ask 
the Maritime Powers, most of whom agreed to the principle of such a tax in 1877, to 
agree to the payment of such a moderate light due for its maintenance as may be fixed 
by your Department and the Board of Trade. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES FERGUSSON. 


No. 7. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade, 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 25, 1890. 

WITH reference to my letter of the 1st ultimo, I am directed by the Marquis of 
Salisbury to transmit to you, to be laid before the Board of Trade, copy of a letter which 
his Lordship has caused to be addressed to the India Office respecting the proposed 
establishment of a light near Guardafui.f 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES FERGUSSON. 


No. 8. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 19.) 

M. le Marquis, Londres, le 18 Avril, 1890. 

EN me referant a la correspondance pr4cedemment dchangde eritre l’Ambassade 
Impdriale et le Foreign Office relativement aux phares de laMer Rouge, je suis charge par 
la Sublime Porte d’informer votre Seigneurie que, pour repondre aux besoins de la naviga¬ 
tion dans cette mer et satisfaire au desir manifeste par quelques-unes des Puissances Mari- 
times, le Gouvernement Imperial a pris la decision de construire quatre phares a grande 
portee ; qui seraient situee h Moka, Abou Ail, Zebayr, et Djebell Turr. 

Ces quatre localites sont celles ou l’dtablissernent de phares serait le plus necessaire 
pour les besoins de la navigation dans la Mer Rouge, ainsi que le reconnaissait le 
Gouvernement de Sa Majestd Britannique dans la note que votre Seigneurie m’a fait 
f’honneur de m’adresser en date du 27 Avril de 1’annee derni&re. 

Le tarif des droits k percevoir pour ces quatre feux sur le tonnage net des navires 
serait de 46 paras Ottomans par tonneau de registre, avec reduction de moitie pour le 
tonnage excedant 800 tonneaux. 

* To Her Majesty’s Representatives, February 29, 1888 (with Board of Trade Memorandum inclosed); to 
Rustem l’asha, April 27 and June 19, 1889. 

f No 6. 
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En outre, afin de donner k. la navigation la sdcuritd dont elle a besoin sur les c6tes de 
l’Empire depuis Eloudja (Sheun Wegh) jusqu’a Moka, il a paru utile au Gouvernement 
Imperial d’dclairer les points suivants : Miiles 


Eloudja ySheun Wegh), feu fixe .. .. .. .. “ 1? 

Yambo, deux feux superposes .. .. .. • • •• 

D)eddah, „ „ •• •• •• •* 

Comfidah, un feu de port .. .. .. .. •• “ , n 

lie Camaran, un feu de port _ .. .. .. •• •• 

Hodeida, deux feux superposes .. .. .. •• •• 

Moka, „ ,, •• •• •• •• -.19 


Les droits a pa>er pour ces sept autres feux seraient dgaux k ceux qui sont per^us 
dans la Mediterrande, e’est-a-dire 10 paras a l’entree et 10 paras a la sortie par tonneau 

^ L’etablissement de tons ces phares par MM. Collas et Michel, qui en auraient la 
Concession pour une periode de quarante annees, cst subordonne a l’adoption prealable du 

tarif des droits it acquitter, it savoir:— . 

1 . Pour les navires franehissant le detroit de Suez ou le detroit d’Aden, soit pour 
traverser directement la Mer Rouge, soit pour se rendre dans un des ports de cette mer, 
46 paras Ottomans (1 piastre et 6 paras) par tonneau de jauge jusqu’a 800 tonneaux, et 
23 paras par tonneau au-dessus de 800 tonneaux. 

Ces droits, dus a l’entree et k la sortie de chacun des detroits de Suez et d Aden, 
quelle que soit la destination du navire, pourront fitre payds en monnaie Ottomane ou 
tout autre monnaie ayant cours, en prenant pour contre-valeur en livres Turques la livre 
Egyptienne h 26 fr. et la livre sterling & 25 fr. 

2. Pour les navires visitant les ports du littoral du Hedjaz et du Yemen, 10 paras 
Ottomans par tonneaux de jauge jusqu’a 800 tonneaux, et 5 paras par tonneau au-dessus 
de 800 tonneaux. Ces dro'its seront dus a l’entree et a la sortie du port ou mouillera le 

naV11 Je suis chargd par mou Gouvernement de recommander k l’obligeante attention 
du Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique le projet en question, et de lui demander de 
vouloir bien donner son adhdsion au Tarif des droits ii acquitter. En vue de facihter au 
Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique l’examen du projet, j’ai l’honneur de remettre 
ci-ioint k votre Seigneurie un Memorandum renfermant quelques considerations sur l’utihte 
des phares dont la construction est projetee, et les avantages qui en resulteraient aussi 
bien pour les navires qui traversent la Mer Rouge que pour ceux qui auraient h faire escale 
dans les ports du littoral ue l’Arabie. 

J ai, &c. 

(Signe) RUSTEM. 


Inclosure in No. 8 
Memorandum. 

LES Puissances Maritimes ne peuvent faire qu’un accueil tr£s favorable au tarif si 
reduit propose pour les quatre feux a etablir k Moka, Abou Ail, Zebayr, et Djebell-Turr, 
attendu que l’dclairage nouveau entrainera des depenses considerables de construction, 
d’approvisionnement, et d’entretien d’un bateau & vapeur pour l’exercice d’une surveillance 
incessante. Ces ddpenses seront d’autant plus grandes qu’il sera necessaire d avoir sur 
place un double jeu d’appareils, pour purer aux avaries graves que pourrait occasionner un 
tremblement de terre toujours a craindre a cause de la nature volcanique des terrains des 

lies de la Mer Rouge. . . , , , 

Les Puissances doivent envisager aussi qu’en raison de 1 dloignement de tout centre 
de production et de population, les feux a creer necessiteront un double personnel 

d’exploitation. , 

Elies opposeront d’autant moins de difficultes il 1 adoption du tanf propose que 
PAdministration des Phares Egyptiens exige, depuis 1870, 2 piastres Egyptiennes pour 
sept feux de moyenne portee, dont un remonte a peine il 1888, alors que pour un^eclairage 
de phares de premier ordre et tous scintillants ou tournants il n est demande qu une seule 

piastre et 6 paras Ottomans. > . , . . v 

Les grands navires allant de Suez dans i’Extrdme Orient et vice versa n auront ainsi a 
payer qu’une piastre 6 paras seulement pour les quatre feux devant lesquels ils passeront et 
ces feux seront scintillants ou tournants et de tr&s grande portee. Si les circonstanees de la 
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navigation les y obligent, en cas de relache forcde, ils pourront aussi et sans augmentation 
de droits, se servir de tous les feux de la c6te. 

Les caboteurs paieront 10 paras k 1’entr^e et 10 paras a la sortie de chaque port, soit 
80 paras ou 2 piastres, s’ils visitent quatre ports; il y a lieu de remarquer que le tonnage 
de ces caboteurs n’excddant jamais 800 tonneaux, ils n’ont a attendre de ce chef aucune 
reduction. L’avantage est done reserve aux batiments se livrant k la grande navigation; 
leurs armateurs ne peuvent, par consequent, soulever aucune objection contre le tarii 
propose. 

11 importe aussi de faire remarquer que cinq nouveaux feux dont trois de grande 
portae seront incessamment allumes sur la ligne de Port-Said k Salonique; que la 
construction de ces feux a ete entreprise k la requete des Puissances et sur les reclamations 
reitdr^es des Compagnies de Navigation les plus importantes, qui n’auront k subir aucune 
augmentation de droits; qu’un sixi&me phare existe depuis quelques anndes; e’est celui de 
Gaodo de 30 milles de portee, destine a faciliter le passage de l’Afrique a la Cr&te aux 
navires allant dans l’Extreme Orient ou en venant; que les quatre derniers enfin (Moka, 
Abou Ail, Zebayr et Djebell Turr) seront de grande puissance, notamment Moka et 
Djebell Turr situds aux deux extrdmitds de la ligne et dont le caract&re tournant ou 
scintillant ne permettra aucun doute aux navigateurs. 

II existe encore une autre consideration qu’il s’agira de mettre en tres vive lumiere, 
e’est celle des avantages pdcuniaires qui, en dehors de la rapiditd et de la securite de la 
navigation, rdsulteront de l’eclairage futur des Phares de la Mer Rouge. Cet dclairage aura 
pour consequence naturelle et immediate la diminution des primes d’assurances, et les 
armateurs realiseront de ce chef une economic notablement superieure a la somme qu’ils 
auront a depenser pour droits de phares. 

Quant a 1’^clairage des cbtes du Hedjaz et du Yemen, qui sera, d’ailleurs, d’une 
utilite incontestable pour la grande navigation egalement en cas de rel&che forc^e, il pourra 
£tre obtenu moyennant l’applieation du tarif de la Mediterranee. 


No. 9. 

i 

\ The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

1 M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, April 19, 1890. 

|j I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellency’s note of the 

|j 18th instant, communicating to me the reply of the Porte to the proposals of Her 

: Majesty’s Government respecting the completion of the lighting of the Ottoman waters 

of the Red Sea, in connection with the Concession of MM. Michel and Collas, and 
1 beg leave to inform you that the matter will receive immediate attention from the 
jj Department interested. 

If I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 10. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Foreign Office , April 19, 1890. 

WITH reference to the letter from this Office of the 0th May last and previous 
correspondence respecting the lighting of the Red Sea, I am now directed by the 
Marquis of Salisbury to transmit to you, to be laid before the Board of r irade, a note 
from Rustem Pasha,* conveying the reply of the Porte to the note which was addressed 
to his Excellency the 27th April last, stating the \iews and proposals of Her Majesty’s 
Government on the subject. 

I am to request that you will move the Board to favour his Lordship with their 
opinion on the Turkish proposals. 

I am, at the same time, to request that you will inform the Board that it has been 
stated unofficially at this Office that the light on the Abou-Ail group should be placed on 
the north-east corner of Pyle Island, for a reason similar to that for the subsidiary light 
on obstruction Point Perim. 

I am to add that, having regard to the approaching enforcement of the new Egyptian 

* No. 8. 
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Treaty Tariff, and to the consequent reduction of the Egyptian Red Sea light dues, an 
early reply would be expedient. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES EERGUSSON. 


No. 11. 

The Ottoman Minister at the Hague to M. Hartsen.—(Communicated to the Marquis of 
Salisbury by Baron Gevers , May 6.) 

31. le Ministre, La Haye, le 24 Avril, 1890. 

POUR rdpondre aux besoms de la navigation dans la Mer Rouge et satisfaire au 
d£sir manifesto par quelques Puissances Maritimes le Gouvernement Imperial a 
decide de construire quatre feux a grande portee a Moka, Abou-Ail, Zebayr, et 
Djebell Turr. 

Le tarif des droits a percevoir pour ces quatre feux sur le tonnage net des navires 
serait de 46 paras Ottomans par tonneau de registre, avec reduction de moitid pour le 
tonnage cxcodant 800 tonneaux. 

Afin do donner en outre a la navigation la securite dont ellc a besoin sur les cbtes 
de l’Empirc depuis Eloudja (Shcnn Weg’h) jusqu’a Moka, il parait utile a la Sublime 
Porte d’eclairer les points suivants:— 

Milles. 


Eloudja (Shcnn Weg’h), feu fixe ., .. .. ..10 

Yambo, deux feux superposes .. .. .. .. .. ,.10 

Djeddah, deux feux superposes .. .. .. .. .. .. 10 

Comfidali, un feu de port . .. .. .. ,.10 

He Camaran, un feu de port .. ,. .. .. .. .. 10 

Hodei'da, deux feux superposes .. .. .. .. .. ,. 10 

Moka, deux feux superposes .. ., .. ,, .. ..10 


Les droits k payer pour ces sept autres feux seraient dgaux a ceux qui sont pergus 
dans la Mdditerrandc, e’est-a-dire, 10 paras h Tentr6e et 10 paras a la sortie par 
tonneau de jaugc. 

L’dtahlissement de tous ces phares par MM. Collas et Michel, qui en auraient la 
Concession pour une durec de quarante ans, dtant suhordonnd a l’adoption prdalable 
d’un tarif. 

C’est en soumettant ce qui pr6cNle h votre haute appreciation, M. le Ministre, 
que je viens, d’ordre de mon Gouvernement, vous prior d’obtenir l’adhdsion du 
Gouvernement Neerlandais au paiement des droits indiques, a savoir.-— 

1. Pour les navires franeliissant le detroit de Suez ou le detroit d’Aden, soit pour 
traverser directemcnt la Mer Rouge, soit pour se rendre dans un des ports de cette 
mer, 46 paras Ottomans par tonneau de jauge jusqu’a 800 tonneaux, et 23 paras 
par tonneau au-dossus de 800 tonneaux. Ces droits, dus a l’entree et k la sortie de 
cliacun des ddtroits de Suez et d’Aden quelle que soit la destination du navire, pourront 
etre payds en monnaie Ottomane^ ou tout autre ayant eours, en prenant pour contre- 
valour du livre Turque, la livro Egyptienne a 26 fr., et la livre sterling a 25 fr., et 

2. Pour les navires visitant les ports au littoral du Hedjaz et du Yemen, 10 paras 
Ottomans par tonneau de jauge jusqu’a 800 tonneaux, et 5 paras par tonneau au- 
dessus de 800 tonneaux. 

Yeuillez, &c. 

(Sigu 6) Pr. KARADJA. 


Inclosure in No. 11. 

Hole from the Netherland Government. 

LES Puissances Maritimes ne peuvent faire qu’un accueil trbs favorable au tarif 
si rdduit propose pour les quatre feux a dtablir k Moka, Abou-Axl, Zebayr, et Djebell 
Turr, attendu que l’dclairage nouveau entraincra des ddpenses considerables de con¬ 
struction, d’approvisionnement et d’entretien d’un bateau a vapour pour l’exercice 
d’nno surveillance incessante. Ces depenses seront d’autant plus grandes qu’il sera 
ndeessaire d’avoir, sur place, un double jeu d’apparcils, pour parcr aux avaries graves 
[494] D 
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No. 18. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, May 16, 1890. 

WITH reference to my note of the 19th ultimo, I have now the honour to acquaint 
your Excellency with the views of Her Majesty’s Government in regard to the erection of 
certain lights in the Eed Sea which formed the subject of your note of the 18th ultimo. 

Her Majesty’s Government observe with much satisfaction that the Porte is willing to 
proceed with the construction of the four lighthouses which are generally conceded to be 
absolutely necessary for the safety of navigation, viz., those in the vicinity of Mocha, Abu 
Ail, Zebayer, and Jebel Tur, without reference to the other localities comprised in 
M. Coll as’ Concession. The separation of these four sites from the other and less impor¬ 
tant categories marks a distinct progress in the negotiations, and leads Her Majesty’s 
Government to hope that the time is approaching when a settlement of the long-pending 
difficulties which have surrounded this question may be arrived at. 

There arc, however, certain subsidiary points to which Her Majesty’s Government 
attach great importance, and which I have to request your Excellency to be good enough 
to bring to the notice of the Sublime Porte. 

The last proposal is coupled with a condition that a Concession for the erection and 
maintenance of the four lights referred to shall be granted to Messrs. Collas and Michel 
for a period of forty years, and that the tariff proposed should be adopted for the whole 
of that period. No provision is made for a reduction in the event of the revenue derived 
proving to be in excess of what is required, or in the event of the original outlay being paid 
off before the expiration of forty years. 

Her Majesty’s Government would, moreover, be very reluctant to assent to any 
arrangement which excludes the publication of periodical accounts by means of which alone 
the equitability, or otherwise, of the dues levied can be gauged. 

Before, therefore, they can notify their assent to the last proposal, or recommend it to 
the favourable consideration of other Powers concerned, they would wish to receive a 
definite assurance from the Porte that provision will be made for the revision, at intervals 
of three or five years, of the tariff, and that yearly accounts should be published for the 
information of the countries whose trade is taxed, as is already done by Egypt in connection 
with the lights in the northern part of the Red Sea, and by Great Britain in connection 
with lights in the Indian Ocean and on the south coast of Ceylon. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 19. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office,—(Received May 19.) 

Sir, Board of Trade, London, May 17, 1890. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 15th instant upon the subject of the disposal of the £ E. 40,000 which will be 
liberated from the Egyptian light dues under the Agreement of the 29th October, 1889; 
and I am to request that you will state to Lord Salisbury that the Board are in commu¬ 
nication with the Trinity House upon the question, but will reply to your letter as soon 
as practicable. 

X have 

(Signed) ’ C. CECIL TREVOR. 


No, 20. 

I ^ _ . 

Memorandum communicated to the Marquis of Salisbury by Baron Wedel, May 20, 1890.. 

! 

AU mois de Mars de l’annde 1888 le Chargd d’Affaires de Sa Majeste Britannique 4 
Stockholm eommuniquait au Ministre des Affaires Etrang^res une Circulaire qu’il venait 
de recevoir de Lord Salisbury au sujet d’une Concession que le Gouvernement Ottoman 
se proposait de faire a MM. Collas et Michel pour lerection de divers phares sur les 
cotes de la Mer Rouge. En mfime temps Mr. Napier, en faisant savoir que le Gouverne¬ 
ment de Sa Majeste Britannique ne croyait pas pouvoir accepter la proposition faite par 
[494] E 
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No. 27. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Count de Bylandt. 

M. le Ministre, Foreign Office, May 30,1890. 

WITH reference to an inquiry recently made at this Office, I transmit herewith, for 
your information, copies of recent correspondence, as marked in the margin,* respecting 
the erection of certain needed lights in the Red Sea. " ° 

Copies of this correspondence have also been forwarded to Her Majesty’s Minister at 
the Hague for communication to the Netherland Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 




No. 28. 

The Marquis of Dufferin to the Marquis of Salisbury.—{Received June 9.) 

(No. 76. Commercial.) 

M y Lord, Rome, June 4, 1890. 

I HAVE the honour to inform your Lorship that, in accordance with the instruc¬ 
tions conveyed to me in your Lordship’s Commercial Circular of the 20tli ultimo, on 
the subject of the erection of certain lights in the Red Sea, I communicated to Signor 
Crispi copies of the correspondence therein inclosed. 

I have now the honour to inclose translation of his Excellency’s reply, from 
which your Lordship will perceive that the Turkish Embassy at Rome had already 
addressed the Italian Foreign Office on the subject, and that Signor Crispi was on the 
point of inquiring your Lordship’s views. 

In acknowledging receipt of my communication. Signor Crispi has requested to 
be informed in due course ot' the nature of the Porte’s reply to your Lordship’s letter 
to the Turkish Ambassador of the 16th ultimo, and also to be acquainted with the finn.1 
decision of Her Majesty’s Government in the matter. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFFERIN and AYA. 


•Ifli Inclosure in No. 28. 

M, Damiani to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(Translation.) 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Rome, June 3,1890. 

I HAVE the honour to thank your Excellency for your courteous communication 
of the correspondence between the Marquis of Salisbury and the Turkish Ambassador 
in London respecting the erection of new lighthouses in the Red Sea which your 
Excellency was so good as to convey to me in your note of the 25tli ultimo. 

A note similar to that of Rustem Pasha had already been addressed to me by the 
Turkish Ambassador in Rome, requesting the consent of the Italian Government to the 
new tariff which the Porte is anxious to establish in return for the service of now 
lights, and I was already preparing to ask the British Government its opinion on the 
question when your Excellency’s above-mentioned note furnished me with the required 
information. 

It appears from the documents which your Excellency was so good as to 
communicate that the British Government is disposed to approve the tariff in 
question on condition that it be revised every three or five years, and that accounts of 
the receipts be published annually. 

I should be very grateful if your Excellency would kindly inform mo what reply 
is given by the Porte to Lord Salisbury, and of the final decision of Her Majesty’s 

' Government. 

; While thanking your Excellency in anticipation, I renew, &c. 

] (Signed) DAMIANI. 


• N09. 8 and 18. 
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No. 29. 

Memorandum by Count Tornielli.—(Received June 12.) 

LE Cabinet de Londres a sans doute connaissance du projet du Gouvernement 
Ottoman d’etablir quatre nouveaux phares visibles a grande distance: Moka, Abou-Ail, 
Zebayr, et Djebell Turr. II aurait dgalement ddcidd d’en dtablir quelques-uns d’ordre 
secondaire entre Eloudja (Shenn Weg’h) jusqu’a Moka. 

Quant aux premiers quatre phares on aurait le droit de percevoir sur le tonnage 
net des navires traversant la Mer Rouge 46 paras Turcs pour chaque tonne. Ce droit 
serait reduit de la moiti6 pour les navires excedant 800 tonnes. 

Quant aux phares a etablir entre Eloudja et Moka, les droits a percevoir seraient 
les memes que ceux actuellement pergus dans la Mdditerrande, a savoir, 10 paras pour 
chaque tonne a 1’entree, et 10 paras a la sortie. 

Le projet dont il s’agit serait soumis a l’approbation prealable des Puissances au 
tarif suivant:— 

1. Les navires passant par le Canal de Suez ou le ddtroit d’Aden pour traverser 
directement la Mer Rouge ou pour mouiller dans l’nn de ses ports, payeraient 46 paras 
Turcs par tonne, jusqu’a 800 tonnes. Les navires excedant le tonnage indiqud 
payeraient au lieu 23 paras par tonne. Ces droits seraient payes en monnaie Turque, 
ou en une autre monnaie quelconque ayant cours ldgal. La livre Turque serait 
6valude a 26 fr., la livre sterling a 25 fr. 

2. Les navires touchant les ports situds sur le littoral du Hedjaz et au Ydmen 
payeraient 10 paras par tonne jusqu’a 800 tonnes. Les navires excedant ce tonnage 
payeraient 5 paras. Les taxes seraient payees a l’entrdc du navire dans un port, et k 
sa sortie. 

Lc Gouvernement Italien, avant d’emettre son opinion au sujet du projet dont il 
s’agit, ddsire connaitre l’avis du Gouvernement Anglais et l’accueil qu’il se propose de 
faire a la proposition du Gouvernement Ottoman. 


No. 30. 

Foreign Office to Count Tornielli. 

My dear Ambassador, Foreign Office, June 12, 1890. 

I INCLOSE a copy of the correspondence which has passed respecting light¬ 
houses to the south of the Red Sea.* It has been already forwarded to Lord Dufferin 
for communication to the Italian Government. 

Yours, &c. 

(Signed) P. CURRIE. 


No. 31. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(No. 46. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, June 13, 1890. 

IN reply to the note from the Italian Government, copy of which is inclosed in 
your Excellency’s despatch No. 76, Commercial, of the 4th instant, I have to state that 
the reply of the Porte to my note of the 16tli ultimo has not yet been received. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 32. 

India Office to Foreign Office .— (Received June 14.) 

Sir, India Office, June 12, 1890. 

WITH reference to your letter of the 25th March last, on the subject of the lighting 
of the Guardafui coast, I am desired by Viscount Cross to forward, for submission 
to the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, copy of a letter which has been addressed 

• Nog, 8 and 18, 
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to the Board of Trade, from which it will be seen that, on the assumption that the 
Board of Trade retain their opinion that the lighting of the Guardafui coast is 
expedient and necessary, it is proposed that the two Departments shall determine the 
following points: the location of the light, the provision of funds for its erection, and 
the levy of dues. 

Pending the result of the Departmental discussion on these details, Lord Cross 
desires me to suggest, for the consideration of the Marquis of Salisbury, that the 
questions of jurisdiction and of the effective protection for the lighthouse might now 
with advantage be dealt with. 

It was reported in your letter of the 12th February, 1889, that the Italian 
Government had decided to take immediate steps for establishing a Protectorate on 
this part of the North-East African Coast, and that Her Majesty’s Government were 
friendly to the enterprise so far as it did not conflict with any acquired right of other 
Powers. On learning from the Secretary of State for Foreign Affaire that neither the 
Italian nor any other foreign Government has acquired rights inconsistent with 
such negotiations, Lord Cross will be prepared, with the Marquis of Salisbury’s 
concurrence, to direct the Government of India to instruct the Besident at Aden to 
enter upon the requisite negotiations with the Mijjerteyn Chief for the establishment 
and maintenance of the proposed lighthouse. 

In 1886 the Government of India expressed their conviction that, if the Board of 
Trade were prepared to offer a consideration which the Mijjerteyn Chief would accept, 
the negotiation would have a fair prospect of success. The Political Besident at Aden 
thought that, if the terms offered provided for the grant to the Chief of the tribe of 
substantial pecuniary assistance and for the recognition of his independence, there would 
be no difficulty in securing his consent to the erection of a lighthouse. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. A. GODLEY. 


Inclosure in No. 32. 

India Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, India Office, May 15, 1890. 

WITH reference to your letter dated the 3rd March, I am directed by the 
Secretary of State for India in Council to forward a copy of a letter since addressed 
to the Foreign Office, and of the reply thereto,* on the subject of tho lighting of 
Capo Guardafui. 

It will be seen that the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs is of opinion that 
the Board of Trade and this Office should come to a decision as to the expediency of 
proceeding with the establishment of the proposed light, and as to the dues to be 
levied for its maintenance, after which Lord Salisbury will ask the Maritime Powers to 
agree to the payment of such dues. 

Considering that this question has now been under discussion for over seventeen 
years, I am to express the hope of Viscount Cross that it may be found possible to 
arrive at a speedy solution of it. 

Assuming that the Board of Trade retain their opinion on the general principle 
that the lighting of the Guardafui coast is expedient and necessary, tho following 
points will have to be considered:— 

1. Location .—In their letter dated the 2nd April, 1881, the Board inclosed a 
Memorandum showing that three lights w ere really needed, viz.: (1) at Cape 
Guardafui or Bas Asir; (2) at Bas Hafun; and (3) lias Ali Besli Quail.f Some 
authorities have expressed themselves as opposed to the location of a light on the 
cape, thinking that it might prove dangerous rather than otherwise to navigation, but 
the erection of tho three lights would presumably obviate this objection. 

2. Funds .—It will be for the Board of Trade to considor whether tho funds for 
erection should he provided, as in the case of the Bassos and Minicoy lights, through 
tho Public Works Loan Commissioners, or by what other means. 

3. Dues .—The light dues would have to bo fixed at a rate sufficient to cover the 
gradual repayment of the loan, with the interest thereon, the object being at the same 
time kept in view not to increase materially tho burden on shipping beyond its present 

* To Foreign Office, March 17; Foreign Office, March 25, 1800. 

t Abdul Kuri considered preferable by Government of India. See letter to Board of Trade, November 17, 

1881. 
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dimensions, which will be somewhat reduced by the expected lowering of the Egyptian 

light dues. T _ o 

° I am, &c. 

(Signed) J. A. GODLEY. 


No. 33. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office.— {Received June 14.) 

„.. Board of Trade, London, June 13,1890. 

’ t AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 15th ultimo, in which, by desire of the Marquis of Salisbury, you inquire whether, 
instead of allowing the £ E. 40,000 by which the Egyptian light dues will shortly be 
reduced to lapse, and be levied again as a new charge by some other authority, it 
would not be preferable to come to a fresh arrangement, by which this sum, or such 
portion of it as may be necessary, shall be paid oyer by the Egyptian Lightho 
Administration to the proper persons in respect of the new charges lor the lour 

Sea (Turkish') and the Guardafui lights. 

You further inquire whether the sum of £ E. 40,000 thus available would suffice 
for both of tho above purposes, and in what proportion it might properly be assigne 
between them, accepting, for the sake of argument, the dues proposed by the Poite 
for the Bed Sea lights, viz., 4G Ottoman paras per ton register on tonnage up to 
800 tons with a reduction of one-half for tonnage exceeding. _ ^ 

In reply, I am to request that you will lay the following observations before Lord 

Salisbury.^ ^ ^ fte Board of Tradej it wiU bc the better and much the more 

convenient, plan for Egypt to continue to collect the dues, and they think that no 
obiectlon could reasonably be taken by any authority to this duty being intrusted to 
Fivnt in the capacitv of agent for the “ proper persons ” who may be intrusted with 
Bic y administration of the Bed Sea (Turkish) and the Guardafui light services 
In this capacity of agent, too, it is only fair that Egypt should be paid foi t 

CXPe ShouM C thc C above proposition be agreed to, the following would appear to the 
Board to bc the best mode of apportioning the total dries collected: 

The dues received by Egypt for her Suez and Bed Sea lights,!ipait ™ ^ 
received for the Mediterranean lights, maybe estimated foi the last tinee years as 
follows : 1887 about 75,000/.; 1888, about 84,000/.; 1889, about 85,000/. 

If therefore, Egypt gives up 40,000/. a-year, it means, m practice, the reduction 
of the Bed Sea (Egyptian) light dues by (as nearly as is conveniently divisible) one- 
half, or fifty hundredths, the Mediterranean light dues remaining ^ at present 5 and 
if the dues so reduced were reimposed on account of tlic lied Sea (lui • ) 

the Guardafui lights, a sum of about £ E. 42,000 would*“toi“ a^e^th 
by Egypt during tho present year, and this sum might be <ledl to ' 

an improving trade in the same ratio as the reduced lied Sea (Egyptian) Eight Dues 

"'the collection of the 

it would he reasonable o rflow L ypt, say 24 P^ ^ ^ M to Egyp t out 

K by he? for tho B«1 Sea (Turkish) and tho 

Guardafui hghts. * By the above plan, Egypt would sti 1 receive on her own light 
dues account as reduced for this year a surplus, after paying all expenses, of at least 

30,0001. ^ cst . matc> the cost ot Ughts ttt Alexandria has not been 

allowed for. recis0 flxcd sum of £E. 40,000 already settled ho 

adhered to as a permanent basis of contribution or calculation it will be necessary to 
^ w » eomnlicated method of annual adjustment, since, in order to produce this fixed 
amount ^ITtoidof fifty-hundredths, or behalf, as proposed above, the dues would 
, , ’ i j „ Pf i or increased year by year dependent on the amount of due 

collected— an arrangement that would necessarily lead to complication in the assess¬ 
ment of tlmdueT and which would not lead to simplicity in the accounts with 

the Foreign Office agree to the proposed reduction of the Bed Sea (Egyptian), 
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Inclosure 1 in No. 48. 

Board of Trade to Admiralty. 

Board of Trade, London, July 25,1890. 

.11 ir, Dnnvfl nf TVnrlp to reGUCSt that VOU will stcltc to tllC TjOldS 

I AM directed by the!Board ot Trad t difficulty in inducing 

uX'consitotion whether “ . “ 

western side of the Red Sea, m tonya four M hts on the most suitable outlying 

sufficiently surveyed for the purposes of navigation, ^ ^ 

(Signed) * HENRY G. CALCRAET. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 48. 
Admiralty to Board of Trade. 


Admiralty, August 2, 1890. 

^ r ’ T rr a YE laid before mv Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty your letter of the 

^tU^eSfto a/aMc^i 

St “ Wioi if the district is sufficiently surveyed 

*" XToTdStVst that you <*»-»* Me that ^ 

suitable months of the y ^for doing thu ^ Ap^dMj, b t tl Malta 

this proposal being carried out. j am ^ &0 _ 

(Signed) R- D. AWDRY. 


No. 49. 

Sir E. Baring to Foreign Office.— {Received August 19.) 

Mv dear Sir James, C orrour Lodge, Kinloch Rannoch, N.B., August 17, 1890. 

7 I SHOULD say that much the quickestand best way of getting the fights put up 
would be for the English Government to do the work, rather than to ask the Egyptian 
Government to do it. I understand that they all lie south ot Ras Kasar, which is 
nractically the southern limit of the Egyptian sphere of influence. , . 

1 If the Porte or the Italians raise any difficulties it will, I tlimk, be easier to deal 

with them direct ourselves rather than 

(Signed) EYELYN BARING. 
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No. 50. 


Note Verbale communicated by German Embassy, September 4, 1890. 

HAS there been any further correspondence between the British and the Turkish 
Government on the question of the erection by Turkey of certain necessary lights in 
the southern extremity of the Red Sea, later than Lord Salisbury’s note to Rustem 
Pasha of the 16th May, 1890; or has the position of the question otherwise changed 
since then ? 

September 4, 1890. 


No. 51. 


Foreign Office to Count Mctternich. 

Dear Count Mettemich, Foreign Office, September 5,1890. 

YOU left with me yesterday a note verbale inquiring whether there had been any 
further correspondence between the British and Turkish Governments on the question 
of the erection by Turkey of certain lights in the lower part of the Red Sea since the 
date of Lord Salisbury’s note to Rustem Pasha of the 16th May last; or whether the 
position has otherwise changed since then. 

I find that no answer has yet been received to that note. On the 23rd July Lord 
Salisbury informed Rustem Pasha that he should be glad to receive an answer at his 
early convenience. His Excellency replied that he had communicated Lord Salisbury’s 
wish to the Ottoman Government, and the question remains in the same position. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) T. H. SANDERSON. 


No. 52. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

g[ r ^ Foreign Office, October 7, 1890. 

WITH reference to your letter of the 17tli July last, relative to the proposed 
Italian light at Cape Guardafui, I am directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to state 
to you, for the information of the Board of Trade, that the Italian Ambassador at this 
Court has inquired whether the Board will allow the surveys and other information 
in their possession bearing on the subject to be seon by persons designated by his 
Government. 

Lord Salisbury will be glad to know what answer tho Board of Trade would wish 
to be given to his Excellency’s inquiry. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) T. Y. LISTER. 


No. 53. 


Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received October 14.) 

gj r Board of Trade, London, October 13,1890. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 7th instant, on the subject of the proposed Italian light at Cape Guardafui; 
and, in reply, I am to request you to state to the Marquis of Salisbury that, if the 
Italian Ambassador will place himself in communication with the Board of Trade all 
the information in the possession of the Department will be furnished to his 
Excellency. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) HENRY G. CALCRAET. 
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No. 64. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Count Tornielli. 

Ml l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, October 15,1890. 

WITH reference to your inquiries at this Office on the 3rd instant, I have the 
honour to acquaint you that all the information in the possession of the Board of 
Trade with regard to the proposed light at Cape Guardafui will gladly he placed at the 
disposal of any one whom your Excellency may think well to depute to attend the 
Harbour Department of that Office for the purpose in question. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 55. 

Count Tornielli to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received October 22.) 
(Translation.) 

My Lord, London, October 17, 1890. 

THE verbal communication which I had the honour to make at the Eoreign 
Office on the 3rd instant, and to which your Excellency’s note of the 15th instant is a 
reply, relating to the wish of my Government to examine the technical information 
collected by the Board of Trade in relation to the construction of a lighthouse at Cape 
Guardafui, was not quite understood. My Government did not wish to depute any 
one to examine that information at the Office where it is kept. It would in the t case 
be necessary to send some one specially to London who is conversant with the subject 
if any useful result was to follow. 

The request which I had the honour to make was that tlie information might be 
communicated to me, and I would have sent it on to my Government on condition of 
its being returned, if such a course were desired by the British Administration. 

I have the honour to inquire whether a favourable answer can be given to this 
request. 

Accept, &c. 

(Signed) G. TORNIELLI. 


No. 56. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received October 23.) 

M. le Marquis, Londres, le 22 Octobre, 1890. 

JE n’ai pas manque de communiquer en son temps h. la Sublime Porte le texte 
do la note que votre Seigneurie m’a fait l’konneur de m’adresser le 16 Mai de cette 
annde relativement aux pliares que le Gouvernement Imperial a le projet de con- 
struire sur les efites et & 1’cxtremite mdridionale de la Mer Rouge. 

# Des observations suggdrees au Gouvernement de Sa Majesty Britannique par le 
projet que j’ai eu l’honneur de communiquer on dernier lieu votre Seigneurie ont 
et6 examinees par le Gouvernement Imperial; et, dans le but de repondre autant que 
cola lui paralt possible au desir manifesto par le Gouvornement Anglais, la Sublime 
Porte a arr6t6 les propositions suivantes, que je suis charge de porter 5) la connais- 
sance de votre Seigneurie. 

Le Gouvernement de Sa Majesty Britannique reconnaitrait d’une inaniere absolue 
la concession donnee pour unc p^riode de quarante ans, et le droit du Gouvernement 
Imperial d’administrer directement les pliares de l’Empire ou de les faire administrer 
par des tiers. 

Le Gouvernement Imperial accepte de communiquer, apres une pdriode de vingt 
ans, le compte des recettcs et des depenses des pliares. 

Le Gouvernement Imperial accepte, apres une pdriode de vingt ans, la revision 
du tarif propose, et la reduction de ce tarif si l’examen des comptes parait de nature' 
h justificr une diminution. 

La Sublime Porte aime h esperer que ces propositions seront considdrdes par le 


Gouvernement de Sa Majesty Britannique comme dquitables et qu’elles l’induiront k 
accepter dans son ensemble le projet qui a dtd prdsentd k son adhdsion. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Sign6) RUSTEM. 

No. 57. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, Foreign Office, October 23, 1890. 

WITH reference to your letter of the 13th instant, I am directed by the Marquis 
of Salisbury to transmit to you, to be laid before the Board of Trade, the accompanying 
translation of a note from the Italian Ambassador at this Court,* stating that his verbal 
request respecting the information collected by the Board of Trade in view of the 
establishment of a light at Cape Guardafui was misunderstood; his Excellency wishes 
to send to Rome the papers containing the information in question. I am therefore 
to request you to move the Board to inform Lord Salisbury, at their early convenience, 
whether this wish on the part of the Italian Ambassador can be complied with. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) T. V. LISTER. 

No. 58. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, Foreign Office, October 27, 1890. 

WITH reference to the letter from this Department of the 20th May last, I am 
directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to transmit herewith a copy of a note from the 
Turkish Ambassador at this Court respecting the erection of certain lights in the Red 
Sea ;t and I am to request that, in laying this note before the Board of Trade, you will 
move them to be good enough to inform Lord Salisbury, at their early convenience, 
what reply they would suggest should be returned to this communication. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) T. Y. LISTER. 


No. 59. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office .—( Received November 7.) 

Sir, Board of Trade, London , November 5,1890. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 23rd ultimo, in which you transmit translation of a note from the Italian 
Ambassador at this Court requesting that the technical information in their possession 
relative to the proposed Italian light at Guardafui may be communicated to his 
Excellency for transmission to Rome; and, in reply, I am to request you to state to 
the Marquis of Salisbury that the Minute of which a copy was furnished to the Italian 
Ambassador in August last contained, in the opinion of this Board, all the prominent 
features of the case, and that, if further details are required, the Board would suggest, 
as a preferable course to that now proposed by his Excellency, that some responsible 
officer should be deputed by the Italian Government to proceed to this country and 
examine at this Office the documents which bear upon the past history of the 
question. 

It should, however, be mentioned that if by “technical information” engineering 
details are meant, the Board have no such information in their Department. 

I am to add that the Board make the above suggestion because the documents in 
question are far too voluminous to admit of being removed from the Department, and if 
extracts are made and forwarded to Rome, it may be found that the precise point on 
which further information is desired by the Italian Government has been omitted. 

I have, &o. 

(Signed) HENRY G. CALCRAFT. 
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No. 64f 

Count de Bylandt to Foreign Office.—(Received December 32.) 

Dear Sir Villiers Lister, London, December 31, 1890. 

AFTER our conversation of this afternoon, I thought it better to send you, as a 
little Memorandum, the exact wording of the proposal of the Perim Coal Company 
(Liverpool) about the light-sliip in the Red Sea near Mocha Shoal. 

Sincerely yours, 

(Signed) C. DE BYLANDT. 


Inclosure in No. 64. 

Memorandum. 

THE Perim Coal Company (Limited), of which Messrs. Hinton, Spalding, and 
Co. are Managers at Liverpool, propose to place a light-ship on the Mocha Shoal, in 
the Red Sea, 40 miles to the north of the Island Perim, and state further:— 

“ Erequent complaints having been made by captains of steamers against this 
unmarked danger, we beg to say that the Perim Coal Company are prepared to place 
and maintain an efficient Kght-vessel on this shoal, provided we can secure sufficient 
support from steam-ship owners to influence the British Government to arrange for 
the collection of the proposed dues at the Canal, and to induce the Turkish Govern¬ 
ment to assure us of the protection of the authorities at Mocha. 

“Our main object in this proposal is to extend the influence for good of the 
Perim Coal Company by supplying a serious and long-felt want. The charge for this 
lightage would not exceed 1/. from every steamer passing up or down the Red Sea, 
and would be collected each time the Canal dues are paid. 

“ To support us in securing sufficient influence to attain our object, we will thank 
you to sign the inclosed form, if you approve of our proposal, and, if convenient, 
obtain for it the favourable opinions of your captains. 


I 


“ Form to be Signed. 

“We, Undersigned, owners of the undermentioned steamers, approve of the 
proposal that the Perim Coal Company should moor and maintain a floating light of 
the sixth order on or near Mocha Shoal, in the Red Sea, the charge for dues for which 
is not to exceed 11. per steamer passing the light each time.” 


o 











